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MORGAN E. SCOIT, JR, derk, U S District
Court; WAUGH B. CRIGER, U S. Magistrate
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Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Harrisonburg. Sanmuel G WIson, Chief
District Judge. (CA-97-22-H)
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Before WLKINS, N EMEYER, and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals the district court's order dismssing his
copyright infringenment suit and assessi ng sanctions against him
under Fed. R CGv. P. 11. Qur reviewof the record and the district
court' s opinion discloses noreversibleerror. Accordi ngly, we deny
Nardi's notion for default judgnent and affirmon the reasoni ng of

the district court. Nardi v. Cncinnati Ins. Co., No. CA-97-22-H

(WD. Va. Aug. 28, 1997). W deny Appellee's notion for sanctions
and di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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